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In Wittgenstein's 'Lecturers in 1930-33' G.R Moore says that
for Wittgenstein there is no causal connection in aesthetics.
Because, he said in aesthetics investigations the one thing we are
not interested in is causal connections, whereas this is the only
thing we are interested in Psychology'. To ask cwhy is this
beautiful?5 is not to ask for a causal explanation : that e.g. to give

. a causal explanation in answer to the question, why is the smell
of a rose pleasant ? would not remove our 'aesthetic puzzle-
ment'47

The view of Wittgenstein and Plato are different so far as the
problem of art is concerned. But both approaches to the question
'what is art* ? lead in effect to the same conclusion namely that

. art is indefinable. The Platonist approach leads to this result
since it makes of art a metaphysical essence which cannot be
specified or ordinarily known. By contrast, on Wittgenstein

. approach art is indefinable because it is argued that there is no
one thing of which art is the name.48

47.  Osborne, EU Aesthetics, Wittgensteins Lectures in 1930-33, by G.E-
Moore, p. 87.
48,  Diffey, T JM 'On Defining Art% Jfoitisk Journal of Aesthetics, Vol. 19,
No. 1,1979, p. 17.